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“'he Man Who Lost China” is sub--
itted “The first full biography of
*hiang Kai-shek.” It is-that, in the
imited sense that it covers the Na-,
iopalist Chinese leader's life from.
sis birth in 1887 to his death in 1975, -
,But “full?” Theodore White and .
winalee Jacoby, in their compelling
«count of China’s World War Il:

-ears, - “Thunder, Ont: of -China,”;] = & 3
7 ii-Crozier,once a.China and Far East”|

tated tmequivocally’ that™“no -ade-
nuate ‘biography of Chiang Kai-shek®
i)l appear in our times.” That was
7. 1946..Thirty years later, Brian-|
“rozier's: effort-does littlé to dent |
heir sweeping prediction, | - 1.Lf
_-White and Jacoby said everyone -
would be biased. Peopleeither saw -

“hiang as a near saint or as.3 mMoOnN- |

ster. It had been dangerous for so.
ong to oppose Chiang-that existing
writings about his career were “ido-
atrous.” All that was left were “mor-

zels Of gOSSIp.” .-k - w g e
.. Bias 18 not Crozier’s problem. His

Jo0k. seéms scrupulously fair, per-y

1aps too much so. He blandly re-
-ords the extraordinary corruption,:
-reacheries and atrocities of the pe-
-iod from the 1911 overthrow of the
“fanchu dynasty. to Chiang's final
defeat. in 1949 as if they -werd so
many steck-market quotatiohs.. &
+The second part of the White-Ja-
coby - prediction appears ‘to " have
been the: insurmonntable obstacle,
Dltimately,lack of information un-
Jermines Crozier’s efforts to explain.
why the one man who appeared able
to. unite postimperial China:failed
Bodoso, =" i ews el TR
"% The externals- of Chiang’s career
ore-‘almost complete: “a “welter.of
names, dates, “ihcidents,” battles, al-
Jiances, resignations, double-crosses,
adventures and narrow escapes, One
%125 to admire anyone with the cour-
age to try and put the labyrinthine-
politics. of China’s warlord years—.
factionalism, plot and counterplot—
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* "But the man is missing. Chiang, a
“cold, aloof man who had few per-
“sonal friends, also appeared at times |
“3n his career to have great charisma., !
“That is unexplained. He was a revo- ?
‘lutionary whose conservatism ru- |
“ined him, a womanizer in his youth |

who -believed in strict Confucian !

principles
and puritanical, Crozier never gets

.tp the-guts of these traits. His-
Chiang remains masked. We never |

. feel his presence or personality.” - .

Tspecialist. for The- Economist,’ the
" British weekly, apparently could not .

-open enough doors to get the infor-.

“imation that could have overcome
-that deficiency. -His collaborator

“Fric.Chou, a Chinese gcholar-and 1

journalist, could not either. The gen-
“eralissimo’s surviving colleagues in’
.Taiwan are presumably still loathe
*to disturb his.image. His enemies
- and former colleagues on the main-
* Jand are not accessible. Chiang kept
“a diary’ meticulously all his adult

Jife but only -excerpts have-béen -
_presence is .

published. - Their
scarcely felt, - = yogn inifies o
1. Crozier ends up relying on secon-

dary sources, including the only two .

-previous biographies in English,

‘both written well before Chiang fled

‘the advancing Communist forces to
his island fortress of Taiwan and
“-both unstintly admiring of Chiang.

“than five illuminating: anecdotes.

“come to mind. Even the “morsels of
" gossip” arerare. .. il

. )The result is dry readi“ﬁé,'a’ ﬁlodi '

“ding chronology in the tedious style
; of a history textbook. And like many
: textbooks, the narration is often su--
“perficial, and serious discussion of
. motive often lacking: ~ - ¥ al v sy
i+ Crozier argtes that Chiang was an_
Zextraordinary man ' whose faults,
bad Juck and judgment- over-:
.whelmed his virtues, In particular
he cites Chiang’s decision to horde:

PR

~his forces for eventual confronta-]
“tion- with the Communists rather; |
.than fight the Japanese and his're-

fusal to free from prison the one
anan who might

War. 1l before

" armed, the Communists for :their

Y

and later became ascetic 1

.In some 400 pages of Crozier, less |

have been able 10 .
-rally Manchuria for him-after World .
the Soviet Union |
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+ That man, the warlord "Chang.
Hsuehliang, had kidnaped. Chiang
3n Sian.in 1936; Chiang never for-
-gave him. Last year, it was reported
_that he was still under house arrest
i__nTEli‘Wan' ! *;ﬂ\k : S '.;'-,‘{i 4
3> Crozier also argl that Chiang’s

-outlook was narrowly military. He

lacked .Mao. Tse-tung's “yision, of a

-changed China.and an ideology that
1re conld sell 1o the majority.. An in-
“herent problem with a.book about’ |
.the canses of Chiang’s failure- is a
+lack of discussion about Mao's suc-
“eess. Yet what gave Mao victory is~
.surely - a"part /hat -defeated
Chiang. : 4w T e
#2:8till, the litany of Chiang’s-handi-
~caps—persorial- ones ‘and. those he

“could not control—is so.-staggering -

%that Crozier is not entirely convine-
!jng that China.was ever; Chiang’s to
“#lose,” that ‘opportunity was clearly

’ v 7
is that

“present and et slip. ~ &
‘ 50

*% The wonder, perhaps, .

iflawed a man was able 1o lead for so
“long and afterward .con so.large a
Ipart of the world into recognizing
“his: small ;province as :4China.”
LTwenty-one months after his passing
“he is all but.forgotten, his mark on

“the world negligible. UL
4% Chiang's life was indeed a tragedy,

“as Crozier says in -his summation,
fandindegd an epic narrated without
~passion, without life. Tl 3
27 Crozier’s previous biographies of '
those other: generals—turned-politi-'
“clan-antocrats, ‘Spain’s.” Francisco)
Franco and- ‘France's .Charles, ae

‘Gaulle,, were acclaimed.. But those
‘men, on their own terms, were sucs |
rcesses. Chiang, on his, was a failure

.of why. He:found, in this one Chi
‘nese at least, that the cliche if in
‘scrutability ishard todispel. = -1

“apd Crozier cannot get at the heartg
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